Pock, and that thils was saild about a month
after the witness went to live at Melton's
and previous to lLaura Foster's disappear-
ance.,
(the prisoner excepted)
Anne Melton left her husband's house on the Thursday
before that Friday in May, after dinner with the
canteen of liquor which had been fllled for the pri-
soner and went in the directlon of the Ridge Road.
She was absent from that time until an hour before
day on that Friday. She came and got 1n bed with
me; I left her in bed when I went to work; her dress
was wet and so were her shoes. She 1z21d in bed untill
after breakfast. Thils the mornling that I mentioned
that Dula stood over her and talked to her while she
was in bed. When I came to get dinner Anne Melton
wag on the bed and remained so untll I left for the
field. I stayed 1n the fleld at work with Jonathan
Gilbert and James Melton until about three 0'Clock.
Wilson Foster came to James Melton's about dark
Friday night and left about two or three hours in
the night. Thomas Foster was also there. I stayed
all night. I sftayed up wlth him until midnight.
On Saturday morning Dula came early. He and Anne
Melton conversed together 1n a low tone for half an
hour. He saild he came for his fiddle and to get his
shoes mended. I remarked to him (I thought you had
run away with Laura Foster). He left for home. Dula
came there agaln that night; and stayed all night;
he went to bed with James Melton. Dula was there
every day or night after that as long as he remailned
in the settlement, He remained in the settlement
some four weeks after the disappearance of ILaura
Foster, then left for Tennessee.
Here it was offered in evidence the conduct
of Anne Melton the evening of the depar-
ture of the prisoner to Tennessee., Thils
was obJected to by the prisoner for the
reason, that according to the theory of
the state, the murder was an accompllshed
fact; which murder the state charged was
perpetrated by the prilsoner, enacted by
Anne Melton. Any conduct of Anne Melton
after the accomplishment of the alledged
erime, therefore ought not to be admit-
ted against the prisoner who was now on
trial. It was also distlnctly stated by




